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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) which forms the basis for all 
anticipation rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(b) The invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than a year prior to the date of the application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6, 9-11, 13, 16, 18-19 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being unpatentable over Chatani, et al. (EP 1229476). 

3. As to Claim 1 , Chatani discloses: 

"A method for controlling access to computer readable media fl| 0006), 
comprising the operations of: 

receiving a digital authentication ticket (If 0023) from a client device using 

a computer system fl[ 0024); 

having particular computer readable content, wherein the digital 
authentication ticket includes a digital code flj 0023-0024); 
determining whether the digital authentication ticket corresponds to the 
particular computer readable content flj 0023-0024); 
allowing access to the particular computer readable content when the 
digital authentication ticket corresponds to the particular computer 
readable content (^ 0024); and 

preventing access to the particular computer readable content when the 
digital authentication ticket does not correspond to the particular computer 
readable content fl| 0052)." 
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4. As to Claim 2, Chatani discloses: 

"A method as recited in claim 1, further comprising the operation of transmitting 
the digital authentication ticket to the client device in response to receiving a 
request for the digital authentication ticket flj 0026)." 

5. As to Claim 3, Chatani discloses: 

"A method as recited in claim 2, further comprising the operation of processing 
the request for the digital authentication ticket, wherein the processing includes 
charging a fee to a user fl| 0039)." 

6. As to Claim 4, Chatani discloses: 

"A method as recited in claim 2, wherein the request is received using a payment 
server located remotely from the client device flj 0052; Fig. 1 ele. 100, 120)." 

7. As to Claim 6, Chatani discloses: 

"A method as recited in claim 1 , wherein the computer system is located locally 
to the client device fl| 0026)." 

8. As to Claim 9, Chatani discloses: 

"A system for controlling access to computer readable media, comprising: 
a payment server capable of receiving a request for a digital 
authentication ticket corresponding to particular computer readable 
content, the payment server further capable of transmitting the digital 
authentication ticket to the client device fl| 0039); and 
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a computer system having the particular computer readable content, the 
computer system capable of receiving the digital authentication ticket from 
the client device (1f 0052), 
wherein the computer system includes program instructions that prevent access 
to the particular computer readable content when the digital authentication ticket 
does not correspond to the particular computer readable content fl[ 0053)." 

9. As to Claim 10, Chatani discloses: 

"A system as recited in claim 9, wherein the payment server processes the 
request for the digital authentication ticket, the processing including charging a 
fee to a user fl[ 0039)." 

1 0. As to Claim 1 1 , Chatani discloses: 

"A system as recited in claim 9, wherein the payment server is located remotely 
from the client device fl| 0039)." 

11. As to Claim 1 3, Chatani discloses: 

"A system as recited in claim 9, wherein the computer system is located locally to 
the client device fl| 0052)." 

12. As to Claim 16, Chatani discloses: 

"A system as recited in claim 9, wherein the computer readable content is stored 
on a computer readable medium (If 0049)." 

1 3. As to Claim 1 8, Chatani discloses: 

"A computer program embodied on a computer readable medium for controlling 
access to computer readable media, comprising: 
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computer instructions that receive a digital authentication ticket from a 
client device using a computer system having particular computer 
readable content, wherein the digital authentication ticket includes a digital 
code (1| 0052); 

computer instructions that determine whether the digital authentication 
ticket corresponds to the particular computer readable content fl[ 0052); 
and 

computer instructions that prevent access to the particular computer 
readable content when the digital authentication ticket does not 
correspond to the particular computer readable content flj 0052)." 

14. As to Claim 19, Chatani discloses: 

"A computer program as recited in claim 18, wherein the digital authentication 
ticket is transmitted from a payment server to the client device in response to 
receiving a request for the digital authentication ticket (If 0038)." 

15. As to Claim 23, Chatani discloses: 

"A computer program as recited in claim 18, further comprising the computer 
instructions that invalidate the digital authentication after determination that ticket 
the digital authentication ticket corresponds to the particular computer readable 
content fl| 0052)." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

17. Claims 5, 7-8, 12, 14-15, 17, and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Chatani, et al. (EP 1229476) in view of Rowe et al. (US 
PGPUB 20020098888). 

As to Claim 5, Chatani discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Chatani 
does not disclose "the operation of transmitting the digital authentication ticket from a 
game server to the payment server, the game server storing a plurality of digital 
authentication tickets". Rowe discloses a process of transmitting a game service 
transaction confirmation to a transaction server (^ 0018-0020). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Chatani to 
include the process disclosed by Rowe because this would allow the user to process a 
plurality of digital authentication tickets, thus increasing security. 

As to Claim 7, Chatani discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Chatani 
does not disclose wireless transmittal of the digital authentication ticket from the client 
device to the computer system. Rowe discloses the wireless transmittal of a digital 
authentication ticket from the client device to the computer system (If 0019-0020). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Chatani to include the process disclosed by Rowe because this would allow the 
user to transmit a digital authentication ticket conveniently from the client device to the 
computer system. 
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As to Claim 8, Chatani discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Chatani 
does not disclose wireless transmittal of the digital authentication ticket from the 
payment server to the client device. Rowe discloses the wireless transmittal of a digital 
authentication ticket from the payment server to the client device fl| 0019-0020). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Chatani to include the process disclosed by Rowe because this would allow the 
user to transmit a digital authentication ticket conveniently from the payment server to 
the client device. 

As to Claim 12, see the discussion of Claim 5. 

As to Claim 14, see the discussion of Claim 7. 

As to Claim 15, see the discussion of Claim 8. 

As to Claim 17, Chatani discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Chatani 
does not disclose transmittal of computer readable content from the game server to the 
computer system. Rowe discloses the wireless transmittal of computer readable content 
from a game server to a computer system fl[ 0019-0020). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Chatani to include 
the process disclosed by Rowe because this would allow the user to transmit computer 
readable content from the game server to the computer system, thus saving shipping 
costs for digital media. 

As to Claim 20, see the discussion of Claim 12. 

As to Claim 21, see the discussion of Claim 14. 

As to Claim 22, see the discussion of Claim 15. 
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Conclusion 

1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

2. Braitberg, et al. (US Patent 7,191,153) discloses in its Abstract: "(A media 
distribution system) which stores protected content is distributed to users without the 
need for payment at the time of media distribution. Payment can be performed at a later 
time in response to which content may be enabled, and/or users may selectively pay 
for, and receive enablement of, content such that only portions of content on given 
media may be accessible at a given time. Following the first enablement of content, 
access rights may be expanded or otherwise changed, e.g., in response to a second 
payment." 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ishmael Rudolph whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
3610. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30 am to 
5:00 pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Kyle can be reached on (571 ) 272-6746. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 4194 



/Charles R. Kyle/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4194 



